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Art Unit: 2623 

DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Regarding claim 1, applicant's arguments have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. Applicant argues that Owens does not disclose adding placeholder 
slides corresponding to a user poll, quiz, or website link. Examiner disagrees. Owens 
discloses a method and system for computerized authoring and evaluation, including 
adding slides that correspond to a quiz (fig. 9 and fig. 12). It would be obvious for one 
to incorporate the quizzes of Owens into the media presentations of Huggins. This 
would allow the creator of the presentation to evaluate the usefulness of his 
presentations through the results of the quizzes (col. 5 lines 60-67 of Owens). Roelens 
discloses a video display method with time stamps. Applicant argues that the 
combination of Roelens, Owens, and Huggins appears to be the result of hindsight. 
Examiner disagrees. 

In response to applicant's argument that the examiner's conclusion of 
obviousness is based upon improper hindsight reasoning, it must be recognized that 
any judgment on obviousness is in a sense necessarily a reconstruction based upon 
hindsight reasoning. But so long as it takes into account only knowledge which was 
within the level of ordinary skill at the time the claimed invention was made, and does 
not include knowledge gleaned only from the applicant's disclosure, such a 
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reconstruction is proper. See In re McLaughlin, 443 F.2d 1392, 170 USPQ 209 (CCPA 
1971). 

Considering that the media presentation of Huggins in view of Owens is an 
audio/video presentation, it would be obvious to incorporate the video display method of 
Roelens into the presentation system of Huggins in view of Owens. The time stamps of 
Roelens ensure that the video frames of the presentation are displayed correctly and in 
order. The time stamps also ensure that video is synchronized properly with the audio 
of the presentation. 

Regarding claim 3, applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new grounds of rejection. Although a new ground of rejection has been 
used to address additional limitations that have been added to claim 3, a response is 
considered necessary for several of applicant's arguments since reference Coughlin will 
continue to be used to meet several claimed limitations. Applicant argues that Coughlin 
teaches that the user has to log oh a separate website to participate in the poll. 
Examiner agrees upon applicant's assumption. However, claim 3 does not contain any 
limitations that contradict this teaching. While the user has to log on to the teacher's 
website to participate in the poll, the user is still responding to the quiz on his local 
computer. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 2, 6, 16-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Huggins (US 2004/0225743) in view of Owens (US 6,315,572) further in view of 
Roelens (US 2005/0021811). 

Regarding claim 1, Huggins discloses a method for creating a presentation 

Adding placeholder slides (fig. 10), 

Uploading the presentation into the remote server which is accessible to end- 
users ([0023]), 

However Huggins does not disclose slides corresponding to user polls,quizzes, 
or website links accessible via a remote server. 

In analogous art, Owens discloses user quizzes (fig. 12). 

It would have been obvious to combine the user quizzes of Owens into the 
presentation of Huggins in order. This would improve the presentation by making it 
more interactive for the user. 

Huggins in view of Owens also does not disclose taking a video stream including 
a plurality of video frames, each said video frame including a time stamp; and 
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sequentially displaying said video frame by frame on said display device, starting from 
an initial video frame of said video stream. 

In analogous art, Roelens discloses taking a video stream including a plurality of 
video frames, each said video frame including a time stamp; and sequentially displaying 
said video frame by frame on said display device, starting from an initial video frame of 
said video stream ([0008,0009]). 

It would have been obvious to combine the video frame display of Roelens into 
the presentation of Huggins in view of Owens. This ensures that the video and audio of 
the presentation are synchronized. 

Regarding claim 2, Huggins in view of Owens in view of Roelens discloses a 
method for playing a presentation including polls or quizzes comprising: 

Receiving a presentation from a remote server ([0024] of Huggins) 

Sequentially playing the frames, starting from an initial frame of the stream of 
data ([0008, 0009] of Roelens), 

Selecting from a table of contents being displayed on a display device of a local 
computer, content related to a poll or quiz to be accessed by the end user (col. 9 lines 
27-34, fig. 8 of Owens). 

Regarding claim 6, Huggins in view of Owens in view of Roelens discloses The 
method of displaying a presentation according to claim 2, wherein the 
polls or quiz results are stored for later analysis (col. 5 lines 62-63 of Owens). 
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Regarding claim 16, see claim 1. 
Regarding claim 17, see claim 2. 

Claims 3, 7-14, 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Coughlin (US 2003/0034999) in view of Roelens (US 2005/002181 1) further in 
view of Owens (US 6,315,572) 

Regarding claim 3, Coughlin discloses a method of communicating between a 
presentation program; said program being stored on a computer readable medium 
executable by computer, and a server including interactive media when said 
presentation is being viewed by a user, said method comprising: 

Communicating a request for poll or quiz to the remote server ([0092]); 

Receiving a stream of data from the server, including poll or quiz information 
([0092]); 

Responding to the poll or quiz at a local by an end user ([0093] and 
uploading the poll or quiz results to the remote server ([0093] Sends response to 
a web server). 

Placeholder slides corresponding to user polls, quizzes or website links 
accessible via a remote server (fig. 17), 

However, Coughlin does not specifically disclose wherein said presentation 
includes video stream including a plurality of video frames, each said video frame 
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including a time stamp; sequentially displaying said video frame by frame on a display 
device, starting from an initial video frame of said video stream; 

In analogous art, Roelens discloses wherein said presentation includes video 
stream including a plurality of video frames, each said video frame including a time 
stamp; sequentially displaying said video frame by frame on a display device, starting 
from an initial video frame of said video stream ([0008, 0009]); 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine the video frame display of 
Roelens into the presentation of Coughlin. This ensures that the video and audio of the 
presentation are synchronized. 

i 

However, Coughlin in view of Roelens does not specifically disclose wherein said 
end user selecting from a table of contents being displayed on a display device of a 
local computer, content related to a poll or quiz to be accessed by the end user. 

In analogous art, Owens discloses wherein said end user selecting from a table 
of contents being displayed on a display device of a local computer, content related to a 
poll or quiz to be accessed by the end user (col. 9 lines 27-34, fig. 8). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine the table of contents of Owens 
into the presentation system of Coughlin in view of Roelens. This allows the user to 
easily select a presentation from a list of presentations. 

Regarding claim 7, Coughlin in view of Roelens further in view of Owens 
discloses The method according to claim 3, further comprising: 
monitoring usage of said presentation ([0030] of Coughlin); 
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recording information regarding each user's usage of said presentation, wherein 
said information includes information regarding when said user exits a presentation 
([0031]ofCoughlin); 

Regarding claim 8, Coughlin in view of Roelens further in view of Owens 
discloses The method according to claim 7, wherein said information include 
information regarding which user watched which particular presentation and how far the 
user watched said presentation and how much time said user spent watching said 
presentation ([0031] of Coughlin). 

a 

Regarding claim 9, Coughlin in view of Roelens further in view of Owens 
discloses The method according to claim 7, wherein said information is reported 
and/or displayed to a user and/or presentation owner ([0030] of Coughlin). 

Regarding claim 10, Coughlin in view of Roelens further in view of Owens 
discloses the method according to claim 3, wherein said polls or quiz results are stored 
for later analysis (col. 5 lines 62-63 of Owens). 

Regarding claim 11 , Coughlin in view of Roelens further in view of Owens 
discloses the method according to claim 3, wherein said presentation indexing a video 
and slides to allow a user to jump to different portions of the presentation (col. 9 lines 
27-34, fig. 8 of Owens). 
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Regarding claim 12, Coughlin in view of Roelens further in view of Owens 
discloses the method according to claim 3, wherein said presentation is paused for a 
poll or quiz when the poll or quiz is initiated by said user or required by said 
presentation ([0092] of Coughlin). 

Regarding claim 13, Coughlin in view of Roelens further in view of Owens 
discloses the method according to claim 3, wherein said presentation program 
synchronizes a video with active server pages references that point to specific polls or 
quizzes ([0092] of Coughlin). 

Regarding claim 14, Coughlin in view of Roelens further in view of Owens 
discloses the method according to claim 3, wherein an end user accesses said 
presentation by providing a valid authorization key (fig. 15 of Coughlin). 

Regarding claim 18, see claim 3. 

Claims 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Huggins (US 2004/0225743) in view of Owens (US 6,315,572) further in view of 
Roelens (US 2005/002181 1) as applied to claim 1 above, further in Coughlin (US 
2003/0034999). 
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Regarding claim 4, Huggins in view of Owens further in view of Roelens 
discloses the method according to claim 1, further comprising collecting indexing and 
other data from a server database and displaying said indexing and other data to a 
presentation's author creating indexes for users to look up presentations based on 
content (col. 9 lines 27-34, fig. 8 of Owens). 

However, Huggins in view of Owens further in view of Roelens does not disclose 
log-on that validates authors. 

In analogous art, Coughlin discloses log-on that validates authors (fig. 10). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine the validation of Coughlin into 
the presentation system of Huggins in view of Owens further in view of Roelens. This 
would prevent any unauthorized editing of a presentation. 

Claims 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Huggins (US 2004/0225743) in view of Owens (US 6,315,572) further in view of 
Roelens (US 2005/0021 81 1 ) as applied to claim 1 above, further in view of Mills (US 
2004/0010470). 

Regarding claim 5, Huggins in view of Owens further in view of Roelens 
discloses a method according to claim 1 , wherein said presentation is hosted by said 
remote server, and said remote server hosting presentations user tracking and 
monitoring (col. 5 lines 60-67 of Owens) indexing for users to look up select 
presentations (col. 9 lines 27-34, fig. 8 of Owens). 
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However, Huggins in view of Owens further in view of Roelens does not disclose 
encrypting presentation content and deploying licenses for viewing protected content. 

In analogous art, Mills discloses Encrypting presentation content and deploying 
licenses for viewing protected content ([0034]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine the encryption of Mills into the 
presentation system of Huggins in view of Owens further in view of Roelens. This 
would prevent any unauthorized access of the presentations. 

Claims 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Coughlin (US 2003/0034999) in view of Roelens (US 2005/002181 1) further in view of 
Owens (US 6,315,572) as applied to claim 14 above, further in view of Mills (US 
2004/0010470). 

Regarding claim 15, Coughlin in view of Roelens further in view of Owens 
discloses the method according to claim 14 and presentation program shutdown (fig. 41 
"X" of Coughlin). However, Coughlin in view of Roelens further in view of Owens does 
not disclose presentation program shutdown if the user attempts to access an encrypted 
presentation without an authorized key. 

In analogous art, Mills discloses presentation program shutdown if the user 
attempts to access an encrypted presentation without an authorized key ([0034] of 
Mills). 
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It would have been obvious to combine the encrypted presentation of Mills into 
the presentation system of Coughlin in view of Roelens further in view of Owens. This 
would prevent unauthorized use of the presentation program. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hyun J. Hong whose telephone number is (571)270- 
1553. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (9:30a-7:00p). 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vivek Srivastava can be reached on (571)272-7304. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/H. J. H7 

Examiner, Art Unit 2623 



/Vivek Srivastava/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2623 



